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Thanks to the Task Force for the opportunity to publicly comment. 
 
My name is Ann Robinson, agricultural specialist for the Iowa Environmental Council and I am 
speaking on behalf of members of the Mississippi River Collaborative, a group of environmental 
organizations focused on the health and sustainability of the Mississippi River.  The 
Collaborative includes state-based, regional and national organizations. 
 
Since the last time we addressed you at the Taskforce meeting in May 2015, the Dead Zone has 
not gotten smaller. In fact, the 2015 Dead Zone was approximately 1,500 square miles larger 
than 2014. We also continue to see harmful algae blooms in fresh waters from Minnesota to 
Louisiana. There are drinking water supplies, such as the Des Moines Water Works, that are 
being tainted by the very pollution that this Task Force has been supposed to address for 
almost 20 years. 
 
This year also marks five years since the release of the EPA memo “Working in Partnership with 
States to Address Phosphorus and Nitrogen Pollution through Use of a Framework for State 
Nutrient Reductions.” While most, if not all, Task Force states have developed a version of a 
Nutrient Reduction Strategy, none seem to fully comply with the eight-point “Recommended 
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Elements of a State Framework for Managing Nitrogen and Phosphorus Pollution.” Deficiencies 
that many states share include: 
 

 Specific watersheds and numeric load reductions for targeted watersheds have not 
been identified. 

 Storm water is not addressed. 

 Accountability and verification measures have not been established. 

 Numeric nutrient criteria have not been developed. 
 
This last item is of particular note. The memo states that “a reasonable timetable would include 
developing numeric [nitrogen] and [phosphorus] criteria for at least one class of waters with 
the state…within 3-5 years…and completion of criteria development in accordance with a 
robust, state-specific workplan and phased schedule.” Five years after the memo, most states 
in the Task Force have not developed numeric nutrient criteria for one class of waterbodies. 
Neither have they established a “robust” schedule for development. 
 
It probably goes without saying that we and the public are frustrated that pollution issues from 
nitrogen and phosphorus in the Basin seem to be getting worse, and paths forward, such as 
outlined by the EPA memo, including numeric nutrient criteria and stronger permit limits, are 
not being adequately addressed by this Task Force, despite its many positive activities. 
 
In addition, we ask that the Task Force and the states do the following:  

1. Set nitrogen and phosphorus reduction goals for each state, with a framework for 
accountability; 

2. Ask that the states act now to write numeric limits on nutrient pollution in NPDES 
permits based on their narrative criteria  

3. Ask that states demonstrate reasonable assurance that agricultural nonpoint source 
pollution reductions will be achieved, and  

4. Actively seek funding that will be dedicated to nitrogen and phosphorus pollution 
reductions in the Mississippi Basin. 

 
The groups in the Mississippi River Collaborative look forward to continuing to find 
opportunities to support the Task Force’s work and encourage you to move forward to put 
good ideas into action, and ultimately move the needle – in the right direction.  
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Ann Y. Robinson  
Iowa Environmental Council  
On behalf of the Mississippi River Collaborative  
 

 
 
 


